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with that in Aryan, one could say that here is a proof
of the two ways of exchange : it is possible, because
these loans do not count among the most ancient ones.
On the other hand the name of the " peacock," for
instance, would give the occasion for a discussion on the
alteration I : r ; but it has been seen that Eastern Munda
contradicts Dravidian.
Perhaps the principal interest for ourselves in the
study of ancient loans (and it would be necessary to try
both ways since Dravidian has borrowed much from
Aryan) would be to form an idea of prehistoric Dravidian ;
because even those Dravidian languages which have a past
are only attested in a definite way, for the first time, a few
centuries after the Christian Era. Moreover the complica-
tions we have met with, suggest that Dravidian
like Sanskrit may have taken loans of vocabulary from
Munda, which jarmfft he at least as ancient as Dravidian
in India. As far as the borrowings made by Sanskrit
are concerned, we have seen that the notions formed up
till now are to be either revised or further defined and
with the advancement of research new snares and problems
do arise. If it is no reason for giving up this research
it is one for bringing into it much caution and for
leaving necessary icom for possibilities to which hitherto
too little attention has been paid.